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        1. REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION REPORT/FEASIBILITY STUDY OF ALTERNATIVES,
           VOLUMES I, II, AND III, BERKS ASSOCIATES, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL
           SITE, UNION TOWNSHIP BERKS COUNTY PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS
           CORPORATION, JUNE, 1986.

        2. FINAL FOCUSED FEASIBILITY STUDY/FACILITY REMOVAL, DOUGLASSVILLE
           DISPOSAL SITE, BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS
           CORPORATION, APRIL, 1988.

        THE STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA CONCURS ON THE SELECTED REMEDY.

   #DE
   DECLARATION

        THE SELECTED OPERABLE UNIT REMEDY IS PROTECTIVE OF HUMAN HEALTH AND
   THE ENVIRONMENT, ATTAINS FEDERAL AND STATE REQUIREMENTS THAT ARE
   APPLICABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRIATE, AND IS COST EFFECTIVE.  THE
   ACTION BEING TAKEN IS APPROPRIATE WHEN BALANCED AGAINST THE AVAILABILITY
   OF TRUST FUND MONIES FOR USE AT OTHER SITES.  THIS REMEDY SATISFIES THE
   PREFERENCE FOR TREATMENT THAT REDUCES TOXICITY, MOBILITY OR VOLUME AS
   PRINCIPAL ELEMENTS.  FINALLY, IT IS DETERMINED THAT THIS REMEDY UTILIZES
   PERMANENT SOLUTIONS AND ALTERNATIVE TREATMENT TECHNOLOGIES TO THE
   MAXIMUM EXTENT PRACTICABLE.

   6/24/88                             JAMES M. SEIF
     DATE                              REGIONAL ADMINISTRATOR
                                       REGION III.



                        SITE DESCRIPTION AND SUMMARY OF
                       REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVE SELECTION FOR
                   THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE
               FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM OPERABLE UNIT

   INTRODUCTION

        THE SUPERFUND INVESTIGATION OF THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE
   ADDRESSES VARIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL MEDIA AND THEIR CONTAMINATION WITH
   POLYCHLORINATED BIPHENYLS (PCBS), LEAD, VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS AND
   POLYNUCLEAR AROMATIC HYDROCARBONS (PAHS) IN AN OIL MATRIX.  FOR THE
   PURPOSES OF THE INVESTIGATION, THE SITE HAS BEEN DIVIDED INTO AREAS
   SUSPECTED OF CONTAINING CERTAIN TYPES OR DEGREES OF CONTAMINATION, OR
   WHICH HAVE CERTAIN PHYSICAL OR HISTORICAL USE CHARACTERISTICS THEREBY
   ALLOWING A REASONABLE DEGREE OF DEFINITION.  THESE AREAS INCLUDE AN OILY
   FILTER CAKE DISPOSAL AREA; TWO FORMER SLUDGE LAGOON AREAS; A FORMER DRUM
   STORAGE AREA; A FORMER LANDFARM AREA; THE FORMER PROCESSING
   FACILITY/TANK FARM AREA; GROUND WATER AND SURFACE WATERS.

        THIS RECORD OF DECISION WILL SUMMARIZE THE RESULTS OF A FOCUSED
   FEASIBILITY STUDY WHICH ADDRESSES THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK
   FARM AREA, AND WILL PRESENT A REMEDY FOR THIS OPERABLE UNIT.  OTHER
   ASPECTS OF THE SITE WILL BE ADDRESSED IN SUBSEQUENT RECORDS OF DECISION
   WHICH WILL BE BASED UPON A COMPREHENSIVE RI/FS PRESENTLY BEING COMPLETED.

   #SLD
   SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

        THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE OCCUPIES APPROXIMATELY 50 ACRES OF
   LAND IN UNION TOWNSHIP, SOUTHEASTERN BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, ALONG
   THE SOUTHERN BANK OF THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER (FIGURE 1).  STATE ROUTE 724
   BORDERS THE SOUTHERN EDGE OF THE SITE, AND A PENN CENTRAL/CONRAIL
   RAILROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY EXTENDS THROUGH THE SITE IN AN EAST-WEST DIRECTION
   (FIGURE 2).  THE SITE IS LOCATED APPROXIMATELY 3 MILES NORTHWEST OF
   POTTSTOWN AND 11 MILES SOUTHEAST OF READING, PENNSYLVANIA.  THE SITE IS
   LOCATED ALMOST ENTIRELY WITHIN THE 100-YEAR FLOODPLAIN OF THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER.

        THE AREA AROUND THE SITE CAN BE DESCRIBED AS A RURAL SETTING
   CONSISTING OF CROPLAND, UNCULTIVATED FIELDS, AND LIGHT RESIDENTIAL AND
   INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT.  WITHIN A 1/4-MILE RADIUS OF THE SITE THERE ARE
   APPROXIMATELY 23 HOUSING UNITS SHELTERING AN ESTIMATED 58 RESIDENTS.  A
   STATE ADULT CARE FACILITY, THE COLONIAL MANOR ADULT HOME, IS LOCATED
   ACROSS HIGHWAY 724 FROM THE SITE.  THE CITY OF POTTSTOWN, APPROXIMATELY
   4 MILES DOWNSTREAM FROM THE SITE ON THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER, HAS AN
   ESTIMATED POPULATION OF 35,000.  THE TOWN OF DOUGLASSVILLE LIES ON THE
   NORTHERN BANK OF THE RIVER APPROXIMATELY 1/2-MILE NORTHEAST OF THE SITE
   AND HAS A POPULATION OF 2,500 PEOPLE.

        THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER BORDERS THE SITE TO THE NORTH AND TO THE EAST.
   THIS STRETCH OF THE RIVER LIES WITHIN THE BOUNDARIES DESIGNATED BY THE
   PENNSYLVANIA SCENIC RIVERS ACT OF 1972 AS A COMPONENT OF THE
   PENNSYLVANIA SCENIC RIVERS SYSTEM.  THE RIVER WAS SO DESIGNATED FOR THE
   PURPOSES OF "CONSERVING AND ENHANCING ITS SCENIC QUALITY AND OF
   PROMOTING PUBLIC RECREATIONAL ENJOYMENT IN CONJUNCTION WITH VARIOUS
   PRESENT AND FUTURE USES OF THE RIVER" (PADER, MARCH, 1979).  THE
   SCHUYLKILL RIVER IS USED EXTENSIVELY FOR MUNICIPAL AND INDUSTRIAL WATER
   SUPPLY, RECREATION, AND WASTE ASSIMILATION.  IN THE REACH EXTENDING
   DOWNSTREAM OF THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE TO THE CONFLUENCE WITH THE
   DELAWARE RIVER, SEVEN PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY USERS WITHDRAW WATER DIRECTLY
   FROM THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER.  THE DISTANCE TO THE NEAREST PUBLIC WATER
   SUPPLY INTAKE IS 4 MILES AT POTTSTOWN.

        GEOLOGICALLY, THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE IS SITUATED
   IN THE TRIASSIC LOWLAND SECTION OF THE PIEDMONT PROVINCE.  ROCK
   IN THE GENERAL AREAS OF THE SITE IS MAPPED AS BELONGING TO THE
   BRUNSWICK FORMATION WHICH CONSISTS OF JURASSIC-TRIASSIC AGED,



   FINE-TO-COARSE GRAINED SEDIMENTARY ROCKS.  THE PREDOMINANT
   MEMBER OF THE BRUNSWICK FORMATION CONSISTS OF RED AND MAROON
   MICAEOUS, SILTY MUDSTONES AND SHALES.  STRUCTURAL DEFORMATION
   IS NOT SEVERE.  BROAD OPEN DIPS OF 25 DEGREES OR LESS TO THE
   NORTH - NORTHWEST ARE PREVALENT.  HOWEVER, NORMAL FAULTS ARE
   COMMON AND ARE LOCATED THROUGHOUT THE AREA.  SEVERAL FRACTURE
   TRACES ARE LOCATED SOUTH OF THE SITE AND IT IS PROBABLE THAT
   THEY PROJECT THROUGH THE SITE IN A 06 DEGREE NW TO 386 DEGREE NE
   DIRECTION.

        GROUND WATER IN THIS FORMATION IS CONTROLLED BY SECONDARY
   PERMEABILITY, I.E., WATER FLOW TAKES PLACE ALONG JOINTS, FAULTS,
   AND BEDDING PLANES.  THE BRUNSWICK FORMATION IS GENERALLY CAPABLE
   OF YIELDING ADEQUATE WATER FOR HOUSEHOLD USE.  A NUMBER OF
   RESIDENTIAL WELLS ARE LOCATED WITH 1/2 MILE OF THE SITE.  GROUND
   WATER FROM THE BRUNSWICK FORMATION IS OF THE CALCIUM CARBONATE
   TYPE, RANGING FROM MODERATELY HARD TO VERY HARD WITHIN THE
   GENERAL REGIONAL AREA.  TOTAL DISSOLVED SOLIDS ARE USUALLY ABOUT
   300 PARTS PER MILLION.  THE WATER TABLE AT THE SITE VARIES FROM
   10 TO 20 FEET.

        THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE WAS THE PLACE OF OPERATIONS
   OF BERKS ASSOCIATES, INC., SINCE ITS INCEPTION IN 1941.  THE
   NON-OPERATING FACILITY CURRENTLY CONSISTS OF A FORMER WASTE OIL
   PROCESSING AREA LOCATED IN THE SOUTHERN PORTION OF THE SITE AND
   VARIOUS AREAS WHICH WERE USED FOR WASTE DISPOSAL.  THE FORMER
   PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM AREA CONSISTS OF AN OFFICE
   BUILDING, GARAGE, INACTIVE TANKS AND OTHER PROCESSING EQUIPMENT
   AND A WATER TREATMENT SYSTEM WITH AN OIL/WATER SEPARATOR.  A
   SMALL DRAINAGE DITCH EXTENDS EASTWARD FROM THE OIL/WATER
   SEPARATOR IN THE CENTER OF THE SITE AND EVENTUALLY FLOWS INTO
   THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER.  SURFACE WATER RUNOFF FROM THE SITE ALSO
   FEEDS INTO THIS DRAINAGE DITCH.  A SIMILAR DRAINAGE SWALE RUNS
   PARALLEL TO THE DITCH AND EVENTUALLY EMERGES WITH THE DRAINAGE
   DITCH FURTHER EAST.  AN OLD LAGOON, IDENTIFIED THROUGH HISTORICAL
   AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHS, LIES BETWEEN THE DITCH AND THE SWALE.  A
   FORMER DRUM STORAGE AREA IS LOCATED JUST NORTH OF THE CONFLUENCE
   OF THE DITCH AND THE SWALE (FIGURE 2).

        A FILTER CAKE DISPOSAL AREA IS LOCATED JUST NORTH OF THE
   FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM AREA.  VARIOUS TRENCHES
   AND IMPOUNDMENTS HAVE BEEN NOTED ON-SITE.  THE LAGOONS FORMERLY
   USED FOR WASTE DISPOSAL HAVE BEEN BACKFILLED.

        AN INACTIVE RAILROAD LINE EXTENDS THROUGH THE SITE IN AN
   EAST-WEST DIRECTION, AND THE ABANDONED SCHUYLKILL CANAL BORDERS
   THE SOUTHWESTERN PORTION OF THE SITE.

   #SH
   SITE HISTORY

        IN 1941, BERKS ASSOCIATES, INC., BEGAN LUBRICATION OIL
   RECYCLING OPERATIONS AT THE SITE.  SITE OPERATIONS ALSO INCLUDED
   RECYCLING SOME WASTE SOLVENTS IN THE 1950'S AND 1960'S.
   WASTES GENERATED FROM THE OIL RECYCLING AND SOLVENT RECYCLING
   PROCESS WERE STORED IN SEVERAL LAGOONS LOCATED IN THE NORTHERN
   HALF OF THE SITE UNTIL 1972.  IN NOVEMBER OF 1970, TEN DAYS OF
   HEAVY RAIN CAUSED THE LAGOONS TO OVERFLOW AND TO BREACH SAFETY
   DIKES CAUSING A RELEASE OF 2-3 MILLION GALLONS OF WASTES WHICH
   FLOWED DOWN THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER.

        THE DIKES WERE REPAIRED PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF A
   CONSENT ORDER ENTERED INTO BETWEEN BERKS ASSOCIATES, INC., AND
   THE UNITED STATES.  THAT ORDER ALSO PROHIBITED BERKS ASSOCIATES
   FROM STORING WASTE MATERIALS IN THE LAGOONS.  FEDERAL AND STATE
   ACTIONS WERE INITIATED TO DISPOSE OF THE WASTE MATERIAL REMAINING



   IN THE LAGOONS.  BEFORE THIS ACTION COULD BE CARRIED OUT, THE
   HEAVY RAINS OF HURRICANE AGNES CAUSED THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER TO
   OVERFLOW ITS BANKS AND INUNDATE THE ENTIRE SITE AREA IN JUNE OF
   1972.  AN ESTIMATED 6-8 MILLION GALLONS OF WASTES WERE RELEASED
   AND CARRIED BY FLOODWATERS DOWNSTREAM FOR ABOUT 15 MILES.  DURING
   CLEANUP AFTER THE STORM, THE LAGOONS WERE DRAINED AND BACKFILLED
   BY EPA.

        BERKS ASSOCIATES, INC., CONTINUED LUBRICATION OIL RECYCLING
   OPERATIONS UNTIL 1979 WHEN THE OPERATOR DETERMINED THAT
   OPERATIONAL CORRECTIONS MANDATED BY THE PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT
   OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES (PADER) WERE COST-PROHIBITIVE.
   OPERATIONS THEN TURNED TO THE PRACTICE OF REFINING WASTE OILS
   FOR USE AS FUEL IN INDUSTRIAL BOILERS.  BEGINNING IN 1979, OILY
   WASTE SLUDGE FROM THE NEW RECYCLING PROCESS WAS LANDFARMED IN
   THE AREA OF THE OLD WESTERN LAGOON.  THIS PRACTICE WAS HALTED
   IN 1981 WHEN PADER MANDATED OPERATIONAL CORRECTIONS TO THE
   LANDFARMING PRACTICES.

        RESULTS OF AN EPA REGION III SITE INVESTIGATION IN APRIL,
   1982 SHOWED VOLATILE ORGANIC CONTAMINANTS IN THE DRINKING WATER
   WELL WHICH WAS UTILIZED BY WORKERS AT THE FACILITY.  DURING
   THE SITE INVESTIGATION THE SCHUYLKILL RIVER (UPSTREAM AND DOWNSTREAM OF
   THE SITE), THE FACILITY DISCHARGE, THE DRAINAGE SWALE SEDIMENT, AND A
   DOMESTIC WELL (UPGRADIENT FROM THE SITE) WERE ALSO SAMPLED.

        BASED ON THE RESULTS OF THE SITE INVESTIGATION THE SITE RECEIVED A
   HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM (HRS) SCORE OF 55.18.  THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL
   SITE WAS PROPOSED FOR INCLUSION ON THE NATIONAL PRIORITIES LIST IN
   DECEMBER, 1982.  THE SITE WAS PROMULGATED ON THE NATIONAL PRIORITIES
   LIST IN SEPTEMBER, 1983.

        A PHASE I REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY (RI/FS) WAS
   CONDUCTED BY EPA IN 1984-85.  THAT RI/FS DID NOT INCLUDE THE PROCESSING
   FACILITY/TANK FARM AREA WHICH WAS STILL IN OPERATION AT THE TIME.  A
   RECORD OF DECISION WAS SIGNED IN SEPTEMBER, 1985 RECOMMENDING
   CONTAINMENT OF WASTES IN THE AREA ADDRESSED BY THE PHASE I RI/FS.  THAT
   RECORD OF DECISION DEFERRED THE CONSIDERATION OF RESOLUTIONS FOR GROUND
   WATER CONTAMINATION TO FUTURE RODS.

        IN LATE 1985 ALL OIL RECYCLING OPERATIONS AT THE FACILITY WERE
   COMPLETELY DISCONTINUED.  IN APRIL 1988, EPA COMPLETED A FOCUSED
   FEASIBILITY STUDY (FFS) TO SPECIFICALLY ADDRESS THE CONTAMINATION AT,
   AND THE REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES FOR, THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK
   FARM PORTION OF THE SITE.  EPA IS PRESENTLY COMPLETING A COMPREHENSIVE
   PHASE II RI/FS WHICH WILL ADDRESS ALL ASPECTS OF THE CONTAMINATION AT
   THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE.

   SCOPE AND ROLE OF THE OPERABLE UNIT

        THIS RECORD OF DECISION ADDRESSES THE FORMER PROCESSING
   FACILITY/TANK FARM AREA AND INCIDENTAL TANKS AND VEHICLES AS AN OPERABLE
   UNIT PURSUANT TO EPA'S APRIL, 1988 FFS.  THE 3-4 ACRE AREA IS LOCATED IN
   THE SOUTHERNMOST PORTION OF THE SITE AND IS HYDRAULICALLY UPGRADIENT OF
   THE REST OF THE SITE (FIGURE 3).  THE AREA CONSISTS OF CONCRETE
   BUILDINGS, PROCESS EQUIPMENT, PIPING AND TANKS THAT WERE USED FOR OIL
   RECYCLING OPERATIONS.  AT LEAST 57 PROCESS TANKS, BOTH IN AND ABOVE
   GROUND, HAVE BEEN INVENTORIED.  THESE TANKS ARE CONSTRUCTED OF WOOD,
   CONCRETE OR STEEL AND RANGE IN SIZE FROM 3,000 GALLONS TO 600,000
   GALLONS.  APPROXIMATELY 200,000 GALLONS OF PCB AND LEAD-CONTAMINATED OIL
   AND SLUDGE WASTES REMAIN IN THE TANKS.  THE BUILDINGS, TANKS, TANK
   WASTES AND PROCESSING EQUIPMENT STAND AS IMPEDIMENTS TO ANY SOIL AND
   GROUND WATER REMEDIATION WHICH MIGHT BE DESIRED IN THE FUTURE, AND AS A
   SOURCE OF CONTINUING CONTAMINATION OF THESE MEDIA.

   SUMMARY OF OPERABLE UNIT RISKS



        THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM AREA IS ONE OF THE MOST
   CONTAMINATED PORTIONS OF THE SITE.  SOILS HAVE RECEIVED MORE THAN 40
   YEARS OF SPILLS FROM THE OIL AND SOLVENT RECLAIMING PROCESSES WHICH
   OPERATED AT THE SITE.  THIS POLLUTION OF THE SOIL APPARENTLY EXTENDS TO
   THE WATER TABLE.  GROUND WATER UNDER THE AREA IS GROSSLY CONTAMINATED.
   PHYSICALLY, THE VARIOUS STRUCTURES AND TANKS IN THE AREA ARE IN A
   DILAPIDATED CONDITION AND CONTINUE TO DETERIORATE PRESENTING A POTENTIAL
   HAZARD SHOULD THEY COLLAPSE.  ALSO, BECAUSE MUCH OF THE 200,000 GALLONS
   OF WASTES EXHIBIT LOW FLASHPOINTS OR ARE COMBUSTIBLE, A FIRE OR TANK
   EXPLOSION COULD RESULT IN A RELEASE OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES TO THE
   ENVIRONMENT.  THIS WOULD FURTHER CONTAMINATE SOILS AND WOULD CONTRIBUTE
   ADDITIONAL BURDENS OF CONTAMINATION TO GROUND AND SURFACE WATERS AS WELL
   AS DISPERSING HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES INTO THE AIR.

        THE SITE ACCESS IS UNRESTRICTED AND THERE IS A DANGER OF DIRECT
   CONTACT WITH LEAD AND PCB-CONTAMINATED OILS AND SLUDGES BY PERSONS WHO
   MIGHT ENTER THE AREA.  WASTES REMAINING IN THE TANKS IN THE AREA OF THE
   OPERABLE UNIT DISPLAY FLASHPOINTS AS LOW AS 97 DEGREES AND HEATING
   VALUES RANGING TO 19,700 BTU/LB (TABLE 1).  LEAD CONCENTRATIONS WERE
   DETECTED AS HIGH AS 15,800 MG/KG (TABLE 2) AND PCB LEVELS RANGE TO 6,400
   MG/KG (TABLE 3).

   #AE
   DESCRIPTION OF ALTERNATIVES

        THE MAJOR OBJECTIVES OF THIS OPERABLE UNIT INCLUDE:  (1) MINIMIZE
   DIRECT CONTACT WITH CONTAMINATED OIL SLUDGE WASTES; (2) ELIMINATE THE
   VARIOUS THREATS TO PUBLIC HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT POSED BY THE
   COMBUSTIBLE WASTES REMAINING IN THE TANKS; (3) ELIMINATE THE BUILDINGS
   AND TANKS AS IMPEDIMENTS TO FUTURE REMEDIATION OF SOILS AND GROUND WATER
   UNDERLYING THE AREA.

        BASED ON THE ABOVE OBJECTIVES, A NUMBER OF CONTROL TECHNOLOGIES
   WERE SCREENED TO PROVIDE A LIMITED NUMBER OF TECHNOLOGIES APPLICABLE FOR
   REMEDIAL ACTIONS RELEVANT TO THE OPERABLE UNIT.  SOME OF THESE
   TECHNOLOGIES WERE REMOVED FROM FURTHER CONSIDERATION BASED ON
   SITE-SPECIFIC CONSTRUCTABILITY, TIME REQUIREMENTS TO ACHIEVE CLEANUP,
   AND PHYSICAL AND CHEMICAL SUITABILITY.  THE CANDIDATE TECHNOLOGIES THAT
   WERE DISMISSED FROM RETENTION ARE PRESENTED BELOW WITH A SUMMARY OF THE
   JUSTIFICATION FOR ELIMINATION.  (AN EXPANDED DISCUSSION IS IN THE FFS
   REPORT.).

        TECHNOLOGY                         REASON(S) FOR ELIMINATION

        - SOLIDIFICATION OF TANK           THE VOLUME AND TOXICITY OF
          WASTES                           WASTES WOULD NOT BE REDUCED.
                                           THE HIGH ORGANIC CONTENT OF
                                           THE WASTES MAKES PERMANENT
                                           SOLIDIFICATION QUESTIONABLE.

        - ON-SITE BIODEGRADATION           DEGRADATION OF PAHS AND PCBS
          OF TANK WASTES                   IS SUSPECT.  LEAD CONCENTRATIONS
                                           WOULD NOT BE REDUCED.

        BECAUSE EPA'S APRIL, 1988 FOCUSED FEASIBILITY STUDY IS CONCERNED
   WITH THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM OPERABLE UNIT, REMEDY
   CONSIDERATIONS ARE LIMITED TO THE OPERABLE UNIT AND ARE NOT INTENDED TO
   CONSTITUTE REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES FOR THE SITE IN ITS ENTIRETY.  THE
   ALTERNATIVES THAT HAVE BEEN RETAINED FOR FURTHER ANALYSIS FOR THE
   OPERABLE UNIT ARE SUMMARIZED AS FOLLOWS:

        - NO ACTION

        - TANK WASTE REMOVAL WITH ON-SITE INCINERATION OF THE TANK WASTES,
          AND FACILITY DISMANTLING WITH OFF-SITE DISPOSAL OF DECONTAMINATED
          AND UNCONTAMINATED TANKS AND RUBBLE.



        - TANK WASTE REMOVAL WITH OFF-SITE INCINERATION OF TANK WASTES, AND
          FACILITY DISMANTLING WITH OFF-SITE DISPOSAL OF DECONTAMINATED AND
          UNCONTAMINATED TANKS AND RUBBLE.

        TO ANALYZE THESE ALTERNATIVES, AN EVALUATION WAS CONDUCTED THAT
   CONSIDERED THE REQUIREMENTS OF THE COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE,
   COMPENSATION, AND LIABILITY ACT OF 1980 (P.L. 96-510) AS AMENDED BY THE
   SUPERFUND AMENDMENTS AND REAUTHORIZATION ACT OF 1986 (P.L. 99-499), AND
   THE CURRENT VERSION OF THE NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN (NCP) (40 CFR PART
   300).  TO FACILITATE A COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE THREE ALTERNATIVES
   AND TO PROVIDE THE RATIONALE FOR THE SELECTION OF THE REMEDY FOR THE
   OPERABLE UNIT IN COMPLIANCE WITH SECTION 121 OF SARA, NINE CRITERIA WERE
   CONSIDERED.  THESE CRITERIA ARE:

        1. SHORT-TERM EFFECTIVENESS;
        2. LONG-TERM EFFECTIVENESS AND PERMANENCE;
        3. REDUCTION OF TOXICITY, MOBILITY, AND VOLUME;
        4. IMPLEMENTABILITY;
        5. COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRIATE
           REQUIREMENTS (ARARS);
        6. OVERALL PROTECTION OF HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT;
        7. STATE ACCEPTANCE;
        8. COMMUNITY ACCEPTANCE;
        9. COST.

        A DETAILED EVALUATION OF THE ALTERNATIVES IS PRESENTED IN SECTION 4
   OF EPA'S APRIL, 1988 FOCUSED FEASIBILITY STUDY.  THE FOLLOWING IS A
   NARRATIVE SUMMARY OF THE EVALUATION:

   REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVE 1:  NO ACTION

        THE NCP REQUIRES THAT THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE BE CONSIDERED.
   THIS ALTERNATIVE WILL NOT BE EFFECTIVE IN REDUCING THE PRESENT RISKS TO
   HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT POSED BY THE FORMER PROCESSING
   FACILITY/TANK FARM.  THE OVERALL PROTECTION OF HUMAN HEALTH AND THE
   ENVIRONMENT WILL DECREASE WITH TIME AS THE FACILITY CONTINUES TO
   DETERIORATE.  TOXICITY, MOBILITY, AND VOLUME OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES
   WILL NOT BE REDUCED.  IMPLEMENTATION OF THE NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE WOULD
   INHIBIT THE REMEDIATION OF CONTAMINATED SOILS AND GROUND WATER
   UNDERLYING THE AREA AS A PART OF THE OVERALL SITE REMEDIATION.

        IT IS UNLIKELY THAT THE COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA OR THE LOCAL
   CITIZENRY WOULD ACCEPT NO ACTION AT THE FACILITY.

        THIS ALTERNATIVE DOES NOT HAVE ANY CAPITAL EXPENDITURES OR
   OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS.

   REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVE 2:  TANK WASTE REMOVAL AND ON-SITE INCINERATION;
   FACILITY DISMANTLING WITH OFF-SITE DISPOSAL

        THIS ALTERNATIVE INVOLVES ON-SITE INCINERATION OF THE TANK WASTES
   AND DISMANTLING AND DECONTAMINATION OF TANKS, EQUIPMENT, AND BUILDINGS.
   DECONTAMINATED TANKS WOULD BE SCRAPPED.  DECONTAMINATED BUILDING
   MATERIALS WOULD BE DISPOSED OF IN AN OFF-SITE LANDFILL FOR NON-HAZARDOUS
   WASTE.  THERE MAY BE A SMALL AMOUNT OF MATERIAL THAT CANNOT BE
   DECONTAMINATED.  SUCH MATERIAL WILL BE DISPOSED OF IN AN OFF-SITE
   LANDFILL FOR HAZARDOUS WASTE.  (A MORE DETAILED DESCRIPTION CAN BE FOUND
   IN SECTION 3 OF THE APRIL, 1988 FOCUSED FEASIBILITY STUDY.).

        - SHORT-TERM EFFECTIVENESS

               THIS ALTERNATIVE WOULD REDUCE THE IMMEDIATE RISKS POSED BY
          THE SITE.  DUST AND OTHER AIR EMISSIONS MAY RESULT FROM MATERIAL
          HANDLING, DISMANTLING, DECONTAMINATION, AND ON-SITE INCINERATION
          ACTIVITIES.  DUST CONTROLS AND INCINERATOR AIR POLLUTION CONTROLS
          WILL BE REQUIRED.



               AIR MONITORING WILL BE PERFORMED TO PROTECT THE COMMUNITY
          FROM ADVERSE AIR EMISSIONS.  AIR MONITORING WILL BE PERFORMED IN
          WORK AREAS.  THE FOLLOWING RESIDUALS WILL BE GENERATED:
          INCINERATOR ASH, WASTEWATER FROM AIR POLLUTION CONTROLS, AND
          DECONTAMINATION FLUIDS.  ASH WILL BE DRUMMED AND STORED ON-SITE
          TO BE REMEDIATED WITH THE OTHER SOURCE AREAS AT A LATER DATE.
          WASTEWATER WILL BE TEMPORARILY STORED ON-SITE PENDING LABORATORY
          ANALYSIS TO DETERMINE DISPOSAL REQUIREMENTS.

        - LONG-TERM EFFECTIVENESS AND PERMANENCE

               INCINERATION IS A DEMONSTRATED TREATMENT PROCESS FOR THE
          DESTRUCTION OF PCBS AND OTHER ORGANIC COMPOUNDS.  THERE WILL BE
          NO REMAINING RISKS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FORMER PROCESSING
          FACILITY/TANK FARM BECAUSE IT WILL BE COMPLETELY REMOVED.
          RESIDUAL ASH WILL BE TEMPORARILY STORED ON-SITE IN A FENCED,
          SECURE AREA.  THESE ACTIONS WILL MITIGATE ANY REMAINING DIRECT
          CONTACT RISKS.  NO LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT OR OPERATION AND
          MAINTENANCE ARE REQUIRED, BECAUSE THE FACILITY WILL BE COMPLETELY
          REMOVED.  IT IS ESTIMATED THAT THIS ALTERNATIVE CAN BE COMPLETED
          IN 3-6 MONTHS FOLLOWING THE INITIATION OF ON-SITE ACTIVITIES.

               IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ALTERNATIVE WILL ALLOW ACCESS TO
          SOILS BENEATH THE FACILITY IN ORDER TO INVESTIGATE AND REMEDIATE
          CONTAMINATION.

        - REDUCTION OF TOXICITY, MOBILITY, AND VOLUME

               INCINERATION WILL DESTROY ALMOST ALL OF THE ORGANIC
          CONSTITUENTS IN THE WASTE, INCLUDING PCBS.  THE TREATMENT IS
          IRREVERSIBLE.  TOXICITY, MOBILITY, AND VOLUME WILL ALL BE
          REDUCED.  VOLUME REDUCTION OF TANK WASTE IS EXPECTED TO BE
          APPROXIMATELY 85 TO 90 PERCENT.

        - IMPLEMENTABILITY

               THE TECHNOLOGIES PROPOSED FOR FACILITY REMOVAL,
          DISMANTLING, INCINERATION, AND OFF-SITE LANDFILLING ARE ALL
          DEMONSTRATED AND COMMERCIALLY AVAILABLE.  SEVERAL MOBILE
          INCINERATORS HAVE PERMITS FOR INCINERATING PCBS.  THIS
          ALTERNATIVE SHOULD NOT ADVERSELY AFFECT OTHER SOURCE AREAS AT THE
          SITE NOR INTERFERE WITH FUTURE REMEDIAL ACTIONS FOR THESE
          AREAS.  THERE WOULD BE NO NEED TO MONITOR THE EFFECTIVENESS
          OF THE REMEDY, BECAUSE THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK
          FARM WOULD BE COMPLETELY REMOVED.

               THERE MAY BE SOME QUESTION CONCERNING THE AVAILABILITY OF
          MOBILE INCINERATORS AT THIS TIME.  THIS PROBLEM IS, HOWEVER,
          NOT CONSIDERED TO BE INSURMOUNTABLE AND IS NOT EXPECTED TO
          PREVENT IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ALTERNATIVE.

        - COMPLIANCE WITH ARARS

               REMOVAL OF THE WASTES FROM THE FACILITY TANKS WOULD
          COMPLY WITH THE INTENT OF THE CLOSURE REQUIREMENTS OF RCRA
          SUBTITLE C REGULATIONS FOUND AT 40 CFR SECTION 264.197 REGARDING
          CLOSURE OF TANK SYSTEMS.  ON-SITE INCINERATION OF THE TANK
          WASTES WOULD ADDRESS 40 CFR SECTION 264.340 ET. SEQ. PROMULGATED
          UNDER RCRA, AND OF 40 CFR PART 761 PROMULGATED UNDER THE TOXIC
          SUBSTANCES CONTROL ACT (TOSCA).  LEAD EMISSIONS FROM ON-SITE
          INCINERATION WOULD COMPLY WITH THE NATIONAL AMBIENT AIR QUALITY
          STANDARDS AND THE PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
          RESOURCES LEAD CONCENTRATIONS STANDARD, BOTH OF WHICH ARE 1.5
          UG/M3 QUARTERLY AVERAGE.  THE REMEDIAL ACTION WOULD ALSO COMPLY
          WITH THE LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTIONS DESIGNATED AT 40 CFR PART 268.

        - OVERALL PROTECTION OF HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT



               FACILITY CONTAMINANTS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS WOULD BE
          COMPLETELY REMOVED FROM THE FACILITY.  THIS WILL ELIMINATE
          THE RISKS FROM COLLAPSE, FIRE, AND DIRECT CONTACT WITH
          HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FACILITY.  THE ASH
          RESULTING FROM ON-SITE WASTE INCINERATION WOULD BE TEMPORARILY
          STORED IN DRUMS IN A SECURE AREA AND WOULD BE HANDLED
          AS A PART OF THE OVERALL SITE REMEDIATION.

        - STATE ACCEPTANCE

               THE COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA WOULD PROBABLY FIND THIS
          ALTERNATIVE TO BE ACCEPTABLE.

        - COMMUNITY ACCEPTANCE

               COMMUNITY INTEREST IN THE SITE HAS BEEN LOW.  IT IS PROBABLE
          THAT THIS ALTERNATIVE WOULD BE ACCEPTABLE TO THE COMMUNITY.

        - COST

               THE CAPITAL COST ESTIMATE FOR THIS ALTERNATIVE IS
          $3,897,000.  NO OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS WOULD BE
          INCURRED, BECAUSE THIS IS A PERMANENT REMEDY.  ADDITIONAL COSTS
          WOULD BE INCURRED IN THE FUTURE TO REMEDIATE THE REMAINING ASH
          RESIDUE.

   REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVE 3:  TANK WASTE REMOVAL WITH OFF-SITE INCINERATION;
   FACILITY DISMANTLING WITH OFF-SITE DISPOSAL

        THIS ALTERNATIVE INVOLVES OFF-SITE INCINERATION OF THE TANK WASTES
   AND DISMANTLING AND DECONTAMINATION OF TANKS, EQUIPMENT, AND BUILDINGS.
   DECONTAMINATED BUILDING MATERIALS WOULD BE DISPOSED IN AN OFF-SITE
   LANDFILL FOR NON-HAZARDOUS WASTE.  THERE MAY BE A SMALL AMOUNT OF
   MATERIAL THAT CANNOT BE DECONTAMINATED.  SUCH MATERIAL WILL BE DISPOSED
   IN AN OFF-SITE LANDFILL FOR HAZARDOUS WASTE.  (A MORE DETAILED
   DESCRIPTION CAN BE FOUND IN SECTION 3 OF THE APRIL, 1988 FOCUSED
   FEASIBILITY STUDY.).

        - SHORT TERM EFFECTIVENESS

               THIS ALTERNATIVE WOULD REDUCE THE IMMEDIATE RISKS POSED BY
          THE FACILITY.  DUST AND OTHER AIR EMISSIONS MAY RESULT FROM
          MATERIAL HANDLING, DISMANTLING, AND DECONTAMINATION ACTIVITIES.
          DUST CONTROLS WILL BE REQUIRED, AND AIR MONITORING WILL BE
          PERFORMED TO PROTECT THE COMMUNITY FROM ADVERSE AIR EMISSIONS.
          AIR MONITORING WILL BE PERFORMED IN WORK AREAS.

        - LONG-TERM EFFECTIVENESS AND PERMANENCE

               INCINERATION IS A DEMONSTRATED TREATMENT PROCESS FOR THE
          DESTRUCTION OF PCBS AND OTHER ORGANIC COMPOUNDS.  THERE WILL BE
          NO REMAINING RISKS ASSOCIATED WITH THE PROCESSING FACILITY,
          BECAUSE IT WILL BE COMPLETELY REMOVED.

               NO LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT OR OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE ARE
          REQUIRED, BECAUSE THE FACILITY WILL BE COMPLETELY REMOVED.

               IMPLEMENTATION OF THIS ALTERNATIVE WILL ALLOW ACCESS TO
          SOILS BENEATH THE FACILITY IN ORDER TO INVESTIGATE POTENTIAL
          CONTAMINATION.  IT IS ESTIMATED THAT THIS ALTERNATIVE CAN BE
          COMPLETED IN 3-6 MONTHS FOLLOWING THE INITIATION OF ON-SITE
          ACTIVITIES.

        - REDUCTION OF TOXICITY, MOBILITY, AND VOLUME

               INCINERATION WILL DESTROY ALMOST ALL OF THE ORGANIC
          CONSTITUENTS IN THE WASTE, INCLUDING PCBS.  THE TREATMENT IS



          IRREVERSIBLE.  TOXICITY, MOBILITY, AND VOLUME WILL ALL BE
          REDUCED.  EXPECTED VOLUME REDUCTION OF TANK WASTE IS
          APPROXIMATELY 85 TO 90 PERCENT.

        - IMPLEMENTABILITY

               THE TECHNOLOGIES FOR FACILITY REMOVAL, DISMANTLING,
          INCINERATION, AND OFFSITE LANDFILLING ARE ALL DEMONSTRATED AND
          COMMERCIALLY AVAILABLE.  SEVERAL OFF-SITE INCINERATORS HAVE
          PERMITS FOR INCINERATING PCBS.  THIS ALTERNATIVE SHOULD NOT
          ADVERSELY AFFECT OTHER SOURCE AREAS AT THE SITE OR INTERFERE WITH
          FUTURE REMEDIAL ACTIONS FOR THESE AREAS.  THERE WOULD BE NO NEED
          TO MONITOR THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THE REMEDY, BECAUSE THE FACILITY
          WOULD BE COMPLETELY REMOVED.

        - COMPLIANCE WITH ARARS

               REMOVAL OF THE WASTES FROM THE TANKS WOULD COMPLY WITH
          THE INTENT OF THE REQUIREMENTS OF RCRA SUBTITLE C REGULATIONS
          (REGARDING CLOSURE OF TANK SYSTEMS) FOUND AT 40 CFR SECTION
          264.197.  TRANSPORTATION OF THE TANK WASTES TO A COMMERCIAL
          HAZARDOUS WASTE INCINERATOR WOULD BE DONE IN COMPLIANCE WITH
          STANDARDS APPLICABLE TO GENERATORS OF HAZARDOUS WASTE PROMULGATED
          UNDER RCRA AND FOUND AT 40 CFR SECTION 262.10 ET. SEQ.;
          THE 25 PA CODE CHAPTER 75 REGULATIONS GOVERNING THE GENERATION
          AND TRANSPORTATION OF HAZARDOUS WASTES; UNITED STATES
          DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF
          TRANSPORTATION REGULATIONS PERTAINING TO THE TRANSPORTATION
          OF HAZARDOUS MATERIALS; AND TOSCA REGULATIONS FOUND AT 40
          CFR PART 761 REGARDING THE TRANSPORTATION OF PCBS.  MATERIALS
          DESIGNATED FOR REUSE WILL BE DECONTAMINATED AS SPECIFIED AT
          40 CFR SECTION 761.125(C)(3)(IV).  IN ADDITION, THE RECEIVING
          FACILITY WOULD BE REQUIRED TO BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH APPLICABLE
          STATE AND FEDERAL PERMIT REQUIREMENTS RELEVANT TO HAZARDOUS
          WASTE TREATMENT FACILITIES.  THE REMEDIAL ACTION WOULD ALSO
          COMPLY WITH THE LAND DISPOSAL RESTRICTIONS DESIGNATED AT 40
          CFR PART 268.

        - OVERALL PROTECTION OF HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT

               FACILITY CONTAMINANTS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS WILL BE
          COMPLETELY REMOVED FROM THE FACILITY.  THIS WILL ELIMINATE
          THE RISKS FROM COLLAPSE, FIRE, AND DIRECT CONTACT WITH
          HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ASSOCIATED WITH THE FACILITY.

        - STATE ACCEPTANCE

               THE COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA HAS EXPRESSED ITS
          ACCEPTANCE OF THIS ALTERNATIVE.  A LETTER ADDRESSING THAT
          ACCEPTANCE HAS BEEN RECEIVED BY EPA.

        - COMMUNITY ACCEPTANCE

               COMMUNITY INTEREST IN THE SITE HAS BEEN LOW.  NO COMMENTS
          WERE RECEIVED REGARDING THIS ALTERNATIVE AS PUBLISHED IN THE
          POTTSTOWN "MERCURY" IN THE FORM OF A PROPOSED PLAN.

        - COST

               THE CAPITAL COST ESTIMATE FOR THIS ALTERNATIVE IS
          $4,050,000.  NO OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE COSTS WILL BE INCURRED,
          BECAUSE THIS IS A PERMANENT REMEDY.

   COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS

        NO ENVIRONMENTAL NOR PUBLIC HEALTH BENEFITS WOULD RESULT FROM



   IMPLEMENTING ALTERNATIVE 1, NO ACTION.  THIS ALTERNATIVE WOULD NOT
   SATISFY THE REQUIREMENT THAT REMEDIAL ACTIONS MUST BE PROTECTIVE OF
   PUBLIC HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT.

        ALTERNATIVES 2 AND 3 WOULD RESULT IN CONDITIONS WHICH ARE
   PROTECTIVE OF PUBLIC HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT.  BOTH ALTERNATIVES
   WOULD RESULT IN THE TOTAL REMOVAL OF THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK
   FARM AS A POTENTIAL THREAT TO HUMAN HEALTH AND THE ENVIRONMENT AND ARE
   SIMILIAR WHEN COMPARING AGAINST IMPLEMENTABILITY, SHORT-TERM
   EFFECTIVENESS, AND THE REDUCTIONS OF MOBILITY, TOXICITY, AND VOLUME.
   THE COST OF ALTERNATIVE 2 (ON-SITE INCINERATION OF TANK WASTES) IS
   ESTIMATED TO BE ONLY $153,000 LESS THAN THE COST OF IMPLEMENTING
   ALTERNATIVE 3 (OFF-SITE INCINERATION OF TANK WASTES).  HOWEVER,
   ALTERNATIVE 2 WOULD RESULT IN THE LEAVING OF AT LEAST 300 DRUMS OF
   LEAD-CONTAMINATED INCINERATOR ASH STORED ON-SITE FOR AN INDEFINITE TIME
   PERIOD PENDING REMEDIATION WITH OTHER SOURCE AREAS.  THE COST FOR THIS
   FUTURE TREATMENT IS UNKNOWN AT THIS TIME.

   #RA
   RECOMMENDED ALTERNATIVE

        SECTION 121 OF SARA AND THE NATIONAL CONTINGENCY PLAN (NCP)
   ESTABLISH A VARIETY OF REQUIREMENTS RELATING TO THE SELECTION OF
   REMEDIAL ACTIONS UNDER CERCLA.  HAVING APPLIED THE CURRENT EVALUATION
   CRITERIA TO THE THREE REMAINING REMEDIAL ALTERNATIVES, WE RECOMMEND THAT
   ALTERNATIVE 3 BE IMPLEMENTED AT THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE FORMER
   PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM.

        THIS IS AN OPERABLE UNIT REMEDY FOR THE SITE AND AS SUCH, DOES NOT
   ATTEMPT TO ENSURE COMPLIANCE WITH ALL ARARS FOR THE ENTIRE SITE.  IT
   WILL BE CONSISTENT, HOWEVER, WITH THOSE ACTION-SPECIFIC ARARS ADDRESSING
   THE CLOSURE OF HAZARDOUS WASTE TANK SYSTEMS AND TRANSPORTATION OF
   HAZARDOUS WASTES.  THIS OPERABLE UNIT REMEDY WILL NOT BE INCONSISTENT
   WITH A FINAL COMPREHENSIVE REMEDY FOR THE SITE.

        THIS ALTERNATIVE CONSISTS OF REMOVING THE WASTES FROM
   THE ON-SITE TANKS AND TRANSPORTING THOSE WASTES TO A PERMITTED
   OFF-SITE FACILITY FOR INCINERATION.  THE INCINERATION RESIDUALS
   WILL BECOME THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE INCINERATION
   FACILITY AND WILL BE DISPOSED OF AS REQUIRED BY THE FACILITY'S
   OPERATING PERMITS.  TANKS, PIPING, PROCESSING EQUIPMENT,
   AND BUILDING MATERIALS DESIGNATED FOR SALVAGE OR REUSE WILL
   BE DECONTAMINATED AS NECESSARY TO A LEVEL NOT TO EXCEED
   100 UG/100 CM2 PCBS ON THE SURFACE AS DETERMINED BY WIPE
   SAMPLING.  DECONTAMINATED BUILDING RUBBLE WILL BE DISPOSED
   OF IN PERMITTED OFF-SITE SANITARY OR DEMOLITION DEBRIS
   LANDFILLS.  TANKS AND OTHER METAL MATERIALS WILL BE SOLD AS
   SCRAP.  CONCRETE, ASPHALT AND OTHER MATERIALS WHICH CONTAIN
   PCBS AND WHICH CANNOT BE DECONTAMINATED TO LESS THAN 50 PPM
   PCBS WILL BE DISPOSED OF AT A PERMITTED OFF-SITE HAZARDOUS
   WASTE LANDFILL.  DECONTAMINATION FLUIDS GENERATED DURING
   THE OPERATION WILL BE TREATED APPROPRIATELY DEPENDING UPON
   THE TYPE AND DEGREE OF CONTAMINATION.  TYPICAL SCENARIOS
   INCLUDE DEWATERING AND INCINERATION, AND TREATMENT BY A
   HAZARDOUS WASTE TREATMENT FACILITY.

        EXCAVATIONS CREATED DURING THE EXTRACTIONS OF BELOW-GROUND
   TANKS AND PIPING WILL BE BACKFILLED WITH FILL GRADED
   FROM THE AREA OR OTHERWISE BACKFILLED TO ELIMINATE PHYSICAL
   ENDANGERMENT PENDING DECISIONS ON SOIL REMEDIATION FOR THE AREA.

   #OEL
   STATUTORY FINDINGS

        THE SELECTED REMEDY IS PROTECTIVE OF HUMAN HEALTH AND



   THE ENVIRONMENT, ATTAINS ALL APPLICABLE, OR RELEVANT AND
   APPROPRIATE REQUIREMENTS FOR THIS OPERABLE UNIT, AND IS COST
   EFFECTIVE.  THE SELECTED REMEDY PROVIDES THE BEST BALANCE
   AMONG THE EVALUATION CRITERIA BY ACHIEVING A LONG-TERM
   EFFECTIVE AND PERMANENT REMEDY WITH NO LONG-TERM MANAGEMENT
   FOR THIS OPERABLE UNIT (I.E., RESIDUALS WOULD NOT BE TEMPORARILY
   STORED ON-SITE).  THE REMEDY UTILIZES ALTERNATIVE TREATMENT
   TECHNOLOGIES OR RESOURCE RECOVERY OPTIONS TO THE MAXIMUM EXTENT
   PRACTICABLE.  THE REMEDY ALSO SATISFIES THE PREFERENCE FOR
   TREATMENT BY REDUCING THE TOXICITY, MOBILITY OR VOLUME OF THE
   HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES.

   #SCH
   SCHEDULE

        IT IS EXPECTED THAT A DESIGN CONTRACT WILL BE AWARDED IN THE SUMMER
   OF 1988 AND THAT THE DESIGN CAN BE COMPLETED IN 10 MONTHS.  ACTUAL
   REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES ARE EXPECTED TO REQUIRE 3 TO 6 MONTHS FOR
   IMPLEMENTATION.

   #TMA
   TABLES, MEMORANDA, ATTACHMENTS

   #RS
                     DOUGLASSVILLE RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY

        ON SUNDAY MAY 8, 1988, THE POTTSTOWN MERCURY RAN AN EPA
   ADVERTISEMENT ANNOUNCING THE PREFERRED CLEANUP ALTERNATIVE FOR THE
   DOUGLASSVILLE SUPERFUND SITE.  THE COMMENT PERIOD, MAY 8, 1988 TO JUNE
   6, 1988 WAS ALSO ANNOUNCED IN THE AD.  WE STATED THAT IF A PUBLIC
   MEETING WAS REQUESTED, RESIDENTS SHOULD CONTACT EPA, AND A CONTACT
   NUMBER WAS GIVEN.  A COPY OF THE AD IS ATTACHED.

        DURING THAT TIME PERIOD, EPA REGION III RECEIVED NO REQUESTS FOR A
   PUBLIC MEETING, AND NO COMMENTS ON THE PROPOSED ALTERNATIVES.  WE
   TELEPHONED THE UNION TOWNSHIP BUILDING TO INFORM THEM OF THE ALTERNATIVE
   BEFORE THE AD WAS PUBLISHED.  ONE NEWS EDITORIAL IN THE POTTSTOWN
   MERCURY COMMENDED EPA ON THE ANNOUNCEMENT.

        THROUGHOUT THE SUPERFUND PROCESS, EPA NEVER RECEIVED MORE THAN ONE
   OR TWO COMMENTS FROM DOUGLASSVILLE RESIDENTS REGARDING THE SITE.
   HOWEVER, DURING THIS PAST COMMENT PERIOD, NO COMMENTS WERE RECEIVED.

                       ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
                                  REGION III

         THE UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY (EPA) HAS
   COMPLETED A FEASIBILITY STUDY WHICH FOCUSED ON THE FORMER PROCESSING
   AREA AND TANK FARM AT THE DOUGLASSVILLE SUPERFUND SITE ON ROUTE 724 IN
   DOUGLASSVILLE, WHERE THE FORMER BERKS ASSOCIATES INC. OIL RECYCLING
   FACILITY OPERATED FROM APPROXIMATELY 1941 TO 1985.

   LISTED BELOW ARE THE CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES:

   1. NO ACTION
   2. FACILITY DISMANTLEMENT WITH ON-SITE INCINERATION OF TANK CONTENTS.
   3. FACILITY DISMANTLEMENT WITH OFF-SITE INCINERATION OF TANK CONTENTS.

        EPA'S PREFERRED CLEANUP METHOD IS ALTERNATIVE #3:  FACILITY
   DISMANTLEMENT WITH OFF-SITE INCINERATION OF TANK CONTENTS.

        UNDER THIS ALTERNATIVE THE CONTENTS OF THE TANKS WOULD BE REMOVED
   INCINERATED AT A PERMITTED HAZARDOUS WASTE TREATMENT FACILITY OFF SITE.



   THE TANKS, BUILDINGS AND EQUIPMENT WOULD BE DECONTAMINATED; THE ENTIRE
   FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM AREA WOULD BE DISMANTLED; AND THE
   DECONTAMINATED RUBBLE WOULD BE LANDFILLED AT A PERMITTED FACILITY OFF
   SITE.  THESE ACTIONS WOULD ELIMINATE THE RISKS FROM COLLAPSE, FIRE, AND
   DIRECT CONTACT WITH HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES PRESENTLY ASSOCIATED WITH THE
   FACILITY.  THE ASH RESIDUE PRODUCED FROM THE SITE INCINERATION WOULD BE
   THE RESPONSIBILITY OF THE INCINERATION FACILITY.  THE CAPITAL COST OF
   THIS ALTERNATIVE IS ESTIMATED TO BE APPROXIMATELY $4,050,000.

        BEFORE THE CLEANUP METHOD BECOMES FINAL, EPA IS ACCEPTING COMMENTS
   FROM THE PUBLIC ON THE PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE.  THE PUBLIC COMMENT PERIOD
   BEGINS SUNDAY MAY 8, 1988 AND ENDS MONDAY JUNE 6, 1988.

   PLEASE SEND ALL WRITTEN COMMENTS TO:

   NANCI SINCLAIR (3PA00)              VICTOR JANOSIK
   U.S. EPA                            U.S. EPA
   841 CHESTNUT STREET                 841 CHESTNUT STREET
   PHILADELPHIA, PA 19107              PHILADELPHIA, PA 19107.

        IF A PUBLIC MEETING IS REQUESTED, PLEASE CONTACT NANCI SINCLAIR AT
   (215) 597-4164 BY MAY 22.

        ALL REPORTS AND DOCUMENTS REGARDING THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL
   SUPERFUND SITE ARE AVAILABLE FOR PUBLIC REVIEW AT THE LOCAL REPOSITORY
   WHICH IS LOCATED AT:

                       UNION TOWNSHIP MUNICIPAL BUILDING
                          RD #1 BOX 292 (CENTER ROAD)
                           DOUGLASSVILLE, PA 19518.



                         COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
                     DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

                                       JUNE 23, 1988

   MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, DIRECTOR
   HAZARDOUS WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION (3HW00)
   US EPA, REGION III
   841 CHESTNUT BUILDING
   PHILADELPHIA, PA  19107

   DEAR MR. WASSERSUG:

             THE DRAFT RECORD OF DECISION FOR AN INTERIM REMEDIAL ACTION
   ADDRESSING THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY/TANK FARM OPERABLE UNIT AT THE
   DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE HAS BEEN REVIEWED BY DER STAFF
   MEMBERS.  THE DEPARTMENT CONCURS WITH EPA'S ASSESSMENT OF THE SELECTED
   INTERIM REMEDIAL ACTION.

             THE SELECTED INTERIM REMEDIAL ACTION CONSISTS OF:

                  1. REMOVAL OF THE LIQUIDS AND SLUDGES REMAINING IN THE
                     TANKS OF THE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY.
                  2. REMOVAL OF LIQUIDS AND SLUDGES FROM INCIDENTAL TANKS
                     AND TRUCKS ON OTHER PORTIONS OF THE FACILITY.
                  3. TRANSPORTING THESE LIQUIDS AND SLUDGES TO AN OFFSITE
                     FACILITY FOR INCINERATION.
                  4. DECONTAMINATION OF TANKS, PIPING, AND STRUCTURES.
                  5. DISMANTLEMENT OF THE ENTIRE FORMER PROCESSING FACILITY.
                  6. DISPOSAL OF THE UNCONTAMINATED TANKS BY SALE AS SCRAP.
                  7. DISPOSAL OF THE UNCONTAMINATED RUBBLE IN AN OFF-SITE DISPOSAL FACILITY.
                  8. DISPOSAL OF RUBBLE WHICH CANNOT BE SATISFACTORILY
                     DECONTAMINATED IN AN OFF-SITE PERMITTED HAZARDOUS
                     WASTE DISPOSAL FACILITY.

             UPON COMPLETION OF THE COMPREHENSIVE PHASE II REMEDIAL
   INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY (PHASE II RI/FS) WHICH WILL ADDRESS ALL
   ASPECTS OF THE CONTAMINATION AT THE SITE AND THE SELECTION OF A FINAL
   REMEDIAL ACTION, ANOTHER RECORD OF DECISION WILL BE REQUIRED.

             I WISH TO THANK YOU AND YOUR STAFF FOR YOUR COOPERATION WITH
   THE DEPARTMENT.  AGAIN THIS CONCURRENCE DEMONSTRATES OUR SPIRIT OF
   COMMITMENT TO CONTINUE TO PROTECT OUR ENVIRONMENT.

                                      VERY TRULY YOURS,

                                      MARK M. MCCLELLAN
                                      DEPUTY SECRETARY
                                      ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
                                      DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES

   CC:  MR. MCCLELLAN
        MR. BOARDMAN
        MR. SNYDER
        MS. HOFMAN
        MR. BECKER
        MR. LYNN
        ATTORNEY CALDER
        ATTORNEY BRENNAN
        MS. DEKONA
        MR. KLINIKOWSKI
        MR. VOLTAGGIO (EPA)
        MR. GRAHAM (EPA)
        MR. JANOSIK (EPA)
        FILE
        CHRON



                    DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE - PHASE I *
                         ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD ** ***
                             INDEX OF DOCUMENTS

   SITE IDENTIFICATION
   NOTIFICATION/SITE DISCOVERY

    1) POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE IDENTIFICATION, 10/21/80.  P. 1-1.

    2) NOTIFICATION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE, 6/81.  P. 2-2.

   PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT/SITE INVESTIGATION REPORTS

    1) POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY
       ASSESSMENT, 9/9/81.  P. 1-5.

    2) POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY
       ASSESSMENT, 3/5/82.  P. 6-12.

    3) POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE IDENTIFICATION AND PRELIMINARY
       ASSESSMENT, 5/6/82.  P. 13-22.

    4) REPORT:  A SITE INSPECTION OF BERKS ASSOCIATES, PREPARED UNDER TDD
       NO. F3-8303-02, PREPARED BY MR. DAVID A. NICKERSON AND MR. JOSEPH
       G. MCGOVERN, ECOLOGY AND ENVIRONMENT, INC., 8/3/82.  P. 23-118.

    5) REPORT:  FIELD TRIP SUMMARY REPORT (NO AUTHOR CITED), (UNDATED).
       P. 119-121.

   CORRESPONDENCE

    1) LETTER TO MR. MICHAEL STEINER, PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF
       ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, FROM MS. KATHRYN HODGKISS, U.S. EPA, RE:
       TRANSMITTAL OF THE SITE INSPECTION REPORT FOR THE BERKS ASSOCIATES
       SITE, 8/15/83.  P. 1-1.

    2) LETTER TO MR. BRUCE BEITLER, PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF
       ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, FROM MS. KATHRYN HODGKISS, U.S. EPA, RE:
       TRANSMITTAL OF THE SITE INSPECTION REPORT FOR THE BERKS ASSOCIATES
       SITE, 8/15/83.  P. 2-2.

     * FOR FURTHER DOCUMENTATION ON THIS SITE, PLEASE REFER TO THE PHASE II
       ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD.

    ** ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AVAILABLE 3/21/88, UPDATED 4/5/88.

   *** SUPPORTING SAMPLING DATA IS STORED AT THE REGION III CENTRAL
       REGIONAL LABORATORY IN ANNAPOLIS, MARYLAND.

   REMEDIAL ENFORCEMENT PLANNING
   POTENTIALLY RESPONSIBLE PARTY SEARCH CORRESPONDENCE

    1) LETTER TO MR. R. L. NOLAND, AMETEK, INC., FROM MR. STEPHEN R.
       WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.
       P. 1-3.

    2) LETTER TO MR. WALTER WILLIAMS, BETHLEHEM STEEL CORPORATION, FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       9/19/85.  P. 4-6.

    3) LETTER TO MR. AL CIMINO FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA,
       RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 7-9.

    4) LETTER TO MR. WILLIAM COX, CITY WASTE OIL SERVICE, FROM MR. STEPHEN
       R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85. P. 10-12.

    5) LETTER TO MR. CLEMENT A. REVELTI, DANA CORPORATION, FROM MR. STEPHEN



       R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85. P. 13-15.

    6) LETTER TO MS. LORRAINE SZYMAN, J&L INDUSTRIES, INC., FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       9/19/85.  P. 16-18.

    7) LETTER TO MR. W. R. GRIGSBY, FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S.
       EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 19-21.

    8) LETTER TO MR. A. S. HUTCHCRAFT, JR., KAISER ALUMINUM & CHEMICAL
       CORPORATION, FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E)
       INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 22-24.

    9) LETTER TO MR. JOHN LAVALA FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA,
       RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 25-27.

   10) LETTER TO MR. JOSEPH LORENZ FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA,
       RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 28-30.

   11) LETTER TO MR. W. W. WILSON, LUKENS, INC., FROM MR. STEPHEN R.
       WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P.31-33.

   12) LETTER TO MR. JOHN B. CURCIO, MACK TRUCKS, INC., FROM MR. STEPHEN R.
       WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P.34-36.

   13) LETTER TO MR. E. M. NOTE FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA,
       RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 37-39.

   14) LETTER TO MR. WILLIAM SCHIAVANI FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S.
       EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 40-42.

   15) LETTER TO MR. LEONARD TOHANCZN FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S.
       EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 43-45.

   16) LETTER TO MR. THOMAS LEWIS, TOTAL RECOVERY, INC., FROM MR. STEPHEN
       R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85. P. 46-48.

   17) LETTER TO MR. KEVIN DONNIGAN, THOMAS & BETTS CORPORATION, FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       9/19/85.  P. 49-51.

   18) LETTER TO MR. JAMES W. YERGER FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S.
       EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 52-54.

   19) LETTER TO MR. LEE WALTER FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA,
       RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 9/19/85.  P. 55-57.

   20) LETTER TO MR. JAMES H. MCNEIL, THE BUDD COMPANY, FROM MR. STEPHEN
       R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 10/11/85.
       P. 58-60.

   21) LETTER TO MR. DANIAL DAVALL, MIDLAND ROSS CORPORATION, FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       10/11/85.  P. 61-63.

   22) LETTER TO MR. THOMAS H. CIFELLI, WAGNER ELECTRIC CORPORATION, FROM
       MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       10/11/85.  P. 64-66.

   23) LETTER TO MR. PAUL R. WIKINSON, E. I. DUPONT DE NEMOURS, FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       11/13/85.  P. 67-69.

   24) LETTER TO MR. JOHN R. WELCH, JR., GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY, FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       11/13/85.  P. 70-72.



   25) LETTER TO MR. FRANK UMBRIAC, HAZLETON OIL SALVAGE, FROM MR. STEPHEN
       R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 11/13/85. P. 73-75.

   26) LETTER TO MR. STANLEY PACE, TRW INC., FROM MR. STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG,
       U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST, 11/13/85.  P. 76-78.

   27) LETTER TO MR. JOSEPH MOONEY, MONSEY PRODUCTS COMPANY, FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       11/13/85.  P. 79-81.

   28) LETTER TO MR. BERNARD JAFFE, SUN CHEMICAL CORPORATION, FROM MR.
       STEPHEN R. WASSERSUG, U.S. EPA, RE:  104(E) INFORMATION REQUEST,
       (UNDATED).  P. 82-84.

   REMEDIAL RESPONSE PLANNING
   WORK PLANS

    1) REPORT:  REMEDIAL ACTION MASTER PLAN, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE,
       UNION TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS
       CORPORATION, 11/83.  P. 1-96.

    2) REPORT:  WORK PLAN, REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY,
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, UNION TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY,
       PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION, 4/84.  P. 97-185.

    3) REPORT:  SITE OPERATIONS PLAN, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, UNION
       TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION,
       10/84.  P. 186-266.

   REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY REPORTS

    1) REPORT:  REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION REPORT/FEASIBILITY STUDY OF
       ALTERNATIVES, VOLUME I, BERKS ASSOCIATES, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL
       SITE, UNION TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS
       CORPORATION, 6/86.  P. 1-376.

    2) REPORT:  REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION REPORT/FEASIBILITY STUDY OF
       ALTERNATIVES, VOLUME II, APPENDICES A-D, BERKS ASSOCIATES,
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, UNION TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY,
       PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION, 6/86.  P. 377-635.

    3) REPORT:  REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION REPORT/FEASIBILITY STUDY OF
       ALTERNATIVES, VOLUME III, APPENDICES E-F, BERKS ASSOCIATES,
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, UNION TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY,
       PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION, 6/86.  P. 636-876.

   CORRESPONDENCE

    1) LETTER TO MS. KATHY HODGKISS, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. MICHAEL R. STEINER,
       COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES,
       RE:  COMMENTS OF THE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES IN REGARD
       TO THE DRAFT WORK PLANS, 6/16/83.  P. 1-1.

    2) LETTER TO MR. MICHAEL STEINER, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
       DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, FROM MR. WILLIAM A. HAGEL,
       U.S. EPA, RE:  TRANSMITTAL OF THE FINAL REMEDIAL ACTION MASTER PLAN
       FOR THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE, 2/27/84.  P. 2-2.

    3) LETTER TO MR. MICHAEL STEINER, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
       DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES, FROM MR. WILLIAM A. HAGEL,
       U.S. EPA, RE:  TRANSMITTAL OF THE FINAL WORK PLAN FOR REMEDIAL
       INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY (RI/FS) FOR THE DOUGLASSVILLE
       DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE, 5/4/84.  P. 3-3.

    4) LETTER TO MR. WILLIAM A. HAGEL, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. MICHAEL STEINER,
       COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES,
       RE:  APPROVAL OF THE REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY WORK



       PLAN FOR THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, 5/29/84.  P. 4-4.

    5) LETTER TO MS. JUDY DORSEY, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. MARC E. GOLD, WOLF,
       BLOCK, SCHORR AND SOLIS-COHEN, RE:  NEGOTIATIONS WITH POTENTIALLY
       RESPONSIBLE PARTIES, 12/12/85.  P. 5-6.

    6) LETTER TO MS. JUDITH DORSEY, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. MARC E. GOLD, WOLF,
       BLOCK, SCHORR AND SOLIS-COHEN, RE:  ALTERNATIVE CLEAN-UP PLAN FOR
       THE BERKS ASSOCIATES SITE, DOUGLASSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA, 3/11/86.
       P. 7-46.  A REPORT ENTITLED "CORPORATE REVIEW AND SELECT TEST DATA"
       IS ATTACHED TO THE LETTER.

   RECORD OF DECISION/ENFORCEMENT DECISION DOCUMENT (ROD/EDD)

    1) LETTER TO MR. THOMAS C. VOLTAGGIO, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. DWIGHT D.
       WORLEY, COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
       RESOURCES, RE:  SECOND DRAFT OF THE RECORD OF DECISION, REMEDIAL
       ACTION ALTERNATIVE SELECTION FOR THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE,
       9/24/85.  P. 1-2.

    2) RECORD OF DECISION, REMEDIAL ACTION ALTERNATIVE SELECTION, (UNDATED).  P. 3-45.

   COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
   COMMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN

    1) REPORT:  COMMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN FOR DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE,
       UNION TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS
       CORPORATION, 12/84.  P. 1-23.

   FACT SHEETS, PRESS RELEASES, PUBLIC NOTICES

    1) PRESS RELEASE FROM U.S. EPA ENVIRONMENTAL NEWS ENTITLED "EPA
       SCHEDULES PUBLIC MEETING FOR DOUGLASSVILLE SUPERFUND SITE," 6/21/85. P. 1-1.

    2) PRESS RELEASE FROM U.S. EPA ENVIRONMENTAL NEWS ENTITLED "EPA
       APPROVES CLEANUP ALTERNATIVE FOR DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE," 10/11/85.  P. 2-3.

    3) REPORT:  DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE (NO AUTHOR CITED), (UNDATED). P. 4-6.

   MEETING SUMMARIES, TRIP REPORTS, CORRESPONDENCE WITH PUBLIC

    1) MEMORANDUM TO MR. D. R. BRENNEMAN FROM MR. R. E. STECIK RE:  PUBLIC
       MEETING NOTES, 3/28/84.  P. 1-2.

    2) AGENDA OF A PUBLIC MEETING, 7/10/85.  P. 3-3.

   INTERAGENCY MEETING NOTES, GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE

    1) LETTER TO MR. DONALD GUTEKUNST, UNION TOWNSHIP SUPERVISORS, FROM MR.
       WILLIAM A. HAGEL, U.S. EPA, RE:  PUBLIC REVIEW OF THE DRAFT WORK
       PLAN FOR REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY FOR THE
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, 3/19/84.  P. 1-1.

    2) MEMORANDUM TO MR. THOMAS C. VOLTAGGIO, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. WILLIAM
       HAGEL, U.S. EPA, RE:  PUBLIC MEETING ON THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL
       SITE, 4/1/84.  P. 2-2.

    3) LETTER TO MR. WILLIAM A. HAGEL, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. DAVIS L.
       ALLEBACH, JR., REYNIER, CROCKER, ALLEBACH & REBER, P. C., RE:  WELL
       WATER TESTING IN THE AREA OF THE BERKS ASSOCIATES PROPERTY, 6/22/84. P. 3-3.

    4) LETTER TO MR. LESTER SCHURR, BERKS ASSOCIATES, INCORPORATED, FROM
       MR. WILLIAM A. HAGEL, U.S. EPA, RE:  SAMPLING AND DRILLING AT THE
       BERKS ASSOCIATES PROPERTY, 6/27/84.  P. 4-4.

    5) LETTER TO MR. DAVID L. ALLEBACH, JR., REYNIER, CROCKER, ALLEBACH &
       REBER, P. C., FROM MR. WILLIAM A. HAGEL, U.S. EPA, RE:  EPA'S



       ACTIVITIES AT THE BERKS ASSOCIATES SITE IN DOUGLASSVILLE,
       PENNSYLVANIA, 7/2/84.  P. 5-5.

    6) LETTER TO MR. DONNELL MARSHALL, LAUREL LOCKS FARMS, FROM MR. RICHARD
       L. ZAMBITO, P. E., U.S. EPA, RE:  INSTALLING A MONITORING WELL ON
       THE PROPERTY DIRECTLY ADJACENT TO THE BERKS ASSOCIATES, 8/22/84. P. 6-6.

    7) HANDWRITTEN LETTER TO MS. NANCI SINCLAIR, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. DONALD
       WEBER RE:  PUBLIC MEETING AT THE DOUGLASSVILLE SUPERFUND SITE, 7/16/85.  P. 7-7.

    8) LETTER TO MRS. PAT HOBBS FROM MR. BRUCE P. SMITH, U.S. EPA, RE:
       STATUS OF OF THE BERKS ASSOCIATES SITE, 3/12/86.  P. 8-9.

    9) FACT SHEET FROM U.S. EPA AND PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF
       ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES (PADER) ENTITLED "PREFERRED REMEDIAL
       ALTERNATIVE FOR THE BERKS ASSOCIATES, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL
       SUPERFUND SITE," (UNDATED).  P. 10-11.

                         GENERAL GUIDANCE DOCUMENTS *

    1) "PROMULGATION OF SITES FROM UPDATES 1-4," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 6/10/86.

    2) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 4," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 9/18/85.

    3) MEMORANDUM TO U.S. EPA FROM MR. GENE LUCERO REGARDING COMMUNITY
       RELATIONS AT SUPERFUND ENFORCEMENT SITES, DATED 8/28/85.

    4) GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION AND PROTECTION, UNDATED BY MR. DONALD V.
       FELICIANO ON 8/28/85.

    5) MEMORANDUM TO TOXIC WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION DIRECTORS REGIONS I-X
       FROM MR. WILLIAM HEDEMAN AND MR. GENE LUCERO RE:  POLICY ON
       FLOODPLAINS AND WETLANDS ASSESSMENTS FOR CERCLA ACTIONS, 8/6/85.

    6) GUIDANCE OF REMEDIAL INVESTIGATIONS UNDER CERCLA, DATED 6/85.

    7) GUIDANCE ON FEASIBILITY STUDIES UNDER CERCLA, DATED 6/85.

    8) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 3," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 4/10/85.

    9) MEMORANDUM TO MR. JACK MCGRAW ENTITLED "COMMUNITY RELATIONS
       ACTIVITIES AT SUPERFUND SITES - INTERIM GUIDANCE," DATED 3/22/85.

   10) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 2," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 10/15/84.

   11) EPA GROUNDWATER PROTECTION STRATEGY, DATED 9/84.

   12) MEMORANDUM TO U.S. EPA FROM MR. WILLIAM HECKMAN, JR. ENTITLED
       "TRANSMITTAL AT SUPERFUND REMOVAL PROCEDURES - REVISION 2," DATED 8/20/84.

   13) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 1," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 9/8/83.

   14) COMMUNITY RELATIONS IN SUPERFUND:  A HANDBOOK (INTERIM VERSION), DATED 9/83.

   15) "PROPOSAL OF FIRST NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 12/30/82.

   16) "EXPANDED ELIGIBILITY LIST," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 7/23/82.

   17) "INTERIM PRIORITIES LIST," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 10/23/81.

   18) UNCONTROLLED HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE RANKING SYSTEM:  A USER'S MANUAL (UNDATED).

   19) FIELD STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES - AIR SURVEILLANCE (UNDATED).

   20) FIELD STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES - SITE SAFETY PLAN (UNDATED).

   * LOCATED IN EPA REGION III OFFICE.



                    DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE - PHASE II *
                         ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD ** ***
                             INDEX OF DOCUMENTS

   REMEDIAL RESPONSE PLANNING
   WORK PLANS

    1) REPORT:  FINAL WORK PLAN, PHASE II REMEDIAL
       INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, BERKS
       COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION, 8/87.  P. 1-183.
       REFERENCES ARE LISTED ON P. 147-148.

    2) LETTER TO MR. VIC JANOSIK, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. RICHARD C. EVANS, P.
       E., EBASCO SERVICES INCORPORATED, RE:  DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE -
       PHASE II REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY AMENDMENT TO FINAL
       WORK PLAN, 8/24/87.  P. 184-185.

    3) REPORT:  FINAL FIELD OPERATIONS PLAN (FOP), PHASE II REMEDIAL
       INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY, RI/FS, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE,
       UNION TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION, 10/87.
       P. 186-348.  REFERENCES ARE LISTED ON P. 318.

    4) REPORT:  AMENDMENT 1 TO FINAL FIELD OPERATIONS PLAN (FOP), PHASE II
       REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL
       SITE, UNION TOWNSHIP, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION,
       11/87.  P. 349-370.

    5) REPORT:  DRAFT WORK PLAN, PHASE II REMEDIAL
       INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, BERKS
       COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY EBASCO SERVICES INCORPORATED,
       6/17/87.  P. 371-555.  REFERENCES ARE LISTED ON P. 528-529.

    6) REPORT:  HYDROGEOLOGIC INVESTIGATION, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL (SITE),
       PREPARED BY NUS CORPORATION, 2/29/88.  P. 556-601.  REFERENCES ARE
       LISTED ON P. 586-587.

    7) REPORT:  FIELD TRIP REPORT FOR DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, PREPARED
       BY NUS CORPORATION, 3/17/88.  P. 602-670.

    8) REPORT:  FINAL FOCUSED FEASIBILITY STUDY/FACILITY REMOVAL,
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY
       NUS CORPORATION, 4/88.  P. 671-781.  REFERENCES ARE LISTED ON P. 747.

    9) REPORT:  SUPERFUND PROGRAM FACT SHEET/PROPOSED REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN,
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, DOUGLASSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED
       BY EPA, REGION III, 5/4/88.  P. 782-786.

     * FOR FURTHER DOCUMENTATION ON THIS SITE, PLEASE REFER TO THE PHASE I
       ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD.

    ** ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD AVAILABLE 3/21/88, UPDATED 5/6/88.

   *** SUPPORTING SAMPLING DATA IS STORED AT THE REGION III CENTRAL
       REGIONAL LABORATORY.

   CORRESPONDENCE

    1) MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE FROM MR. E. SONNENBERG AND MR. M. HLAVACIK,
       NUS CORPORATION, RE:  FACILITY DISMANTLING AND DISPOSAL, AND
       ADDITIONAL SURFACE CAPPING IN DRAINAGE DITCH AREA, 8/19/85.  P. 1-6.
       A TABLE REGARDING ESTIMATED COST SUMMARY AND A SITE MAP ARE ATTACHED
       TO THE MEMORANDUM.

    2) MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE FROM MR. E. SONNENBERG, NUS CORPORATION, RE:
       QUANTITIES AND COSTS ESTIMATES (SIC) FOR ADDITIONAL EXCAVATING IN
       THE DRAINAGE DITCH AREA, 8/30/85.  P. 7-11.  THREE STANDARD
       CALCULATION SHEETS ARE ATTACHED TO THE MEMORANDUM.



    3) MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE FROM MR. E. SONNENBERG, NUS CORPORATION, RE:
       COST ESTIMATES FOR ALTERNATIVE NO. 4, 9/5/85.  P. 12-14.  TWO TABLES
       REGARDING BACKUP COST ESTIMATES ARE ATTACHED TO THE MEMORANDUM.

    4) MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE FROM MR. E. SONNENBERG, NUS CORPORATION, RE:
       ADDITIONAL COSTS TO FEASIBILITY STUDY ALTERNATIVES 2-9 DUE TO
       ADDITIONAL EXCAVATION IN DRAINAGE DITCH AREA, 9/9/85.  P. 15-28.
       DATA REGARDING BACKUP COST ESTIMATES ARE ATTACHED TO THE MEMORANDUM.

    5) MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE FROM MR. ERICH SONNENBERG, NUS CORPORATION,
       RE:  LEACHATE PRODUCTION ESTIMATES, 9/12/85.  P. 29-39.  DATA
       REGARDING LEACHATE PRODUCTION ESTIMATES ARE ATTACHED TO THE MEMORANDUM.

    6) MEMORANDUM TO THE FILE FROM MR. ERICH SONNENBERG, NUS CORPORATION,
       RE:  DESIGN CONSIDERATIONS IN THE EVENT OF A 500-YEAR FLOOD,
       10/3/85.  P. 40-43.  CALCULATIONS REGARDING 500-YEAR FLOOD
       PROTECTION DESIGN ARE ATTACHED TO THE MEMORANDUM.

    7) LETTER TO MS. JUDY DORSEY, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. MARC E. GOLD, WOLF,
       BLOCK, SCHORR AND SOLIS-COHEN, RE:  LACK OF DATA CONTAINED IN THE
       REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY PREPARED FOR THE BERKS
       ASSOCIATES SITE BY NUS CORPORATION, 4/21/86.  P. 44-48.  TECHNICAL
       CONCERNS REGARDING DOUGLASSVILLE REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY
       STUDY ARE ATTACHED TO THE LETTER.

    8) LETTER TO MR. JEFFREY A. PIKE, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. GEORGE V.
       GARTSEFF, NUS CORPORATION, RE:  REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY
       STUDY TEST PIT LOGS FOR THE DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, 6/24/86. P. 49-49.

    9) LETTER TO MR. JEFFREY A. PIKE, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. GEORGE V.
       GARTSEFF, NUS CORPORATION, RE:  TRANSMITTAL OF FILE MEMOS SUPPORTING
       FEASIBILITY STUDY AND RECORD OF DECISION CALCULATIONS FOR THE
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE, 6/24/86.  P. 50-50.

   10) LETTER TO MR. JACK KELLY, U.S. EPA, AND MR. VICTOR J. JANOSIK, U.S.
       EPA, FROM MR. EDGAR P. DEVYLDER, GENERAL SIGNAL CORPORATION, RE:
       CRITIQUE OF DRAFT PHASE II REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY
       WORK PLAN, 8/7/87.  P. 51-59.  THE CRITIQUE IS ATTACHED TO THE LETTER.

   11) LETTER TO MR. JACK KELLY, U.S. EPA, AND MR. VICTOR JANOSIK, U.S.
       EPA, FROM MR. EDGAR P. DEVYLDER RE:  CRITIQUE OF DRAFT PHASE II
       REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY WORK PLAN, 8/19/87.
       P. 60-63.  A MEMORANDUM REGARDING ESTIMATED COST SAVINGS IS ATTACHED
       TO THE LETTER.

   12) LETTER TO MR. EDGAR P. DEVYLDER, GENERAL SIGNAL CORPORATION, FROM
       MR. VICTOR J. JANOSIK, U.S. EPA, RE:  BERKS ASSOCIATES STEERING
       COMMITTEE LETTERS OF AUGUST 7, 1987 AND AUGUST 19, 1987, 9/8/87.
       P. 64-70.  A REPORT ENTITLED "TOXICITY CHARACTERISTIC LEACHING
       PROCEDURE" IS ATTACHED TO THE LETTER.

   13) LETTER TO MR. JAMES HEENEHAN, U.S. EPA, FROM MR. ED DEVYLDER,
       GENERAL SIGNAL CORPORATION, RE:  CRITIQUE OF PHASE II REMEDIAL
       INVESTIGATION/FEASIBILITY STUDY FINAL WORK PLAN, 9/18/87.  P. 71-78.
       THE CRITIQUE IS ATTACHED TO THE LETTER.

   REMEDIAL IMPLEMENTATION
   REMEDIAL DESIGN

    1) REPORT:  SAFETY, HEALTH, AND EMERGENCY RESPONSE FOR PRE-DESIGN FIELD
       INVESTIGATION AT DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE,
       DOUGLASSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY DONOHUE & ASSOCIATES, 2/87. P. 1-97.

    2) REPORT:  QUALITY CONTROL PLAN FOR PRE-DESIGN FIELD INVESTIGATION AT
       DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE, DOUGLASSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA,
       PREPARED BY DONOHUE & ASSOCIATES, 3/23/87.  P. 98-381.  A
       TRANSMITTAL RECORD IS ATTACHED TO THE REPORT.



    3) REPORT:  SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS PLAN FOR PRE-DESIGN FIELD
       INVESTIGATION AT DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE,
       DOUGLASSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY DONOHUE & ASSOCIATES,
       3/23/87.  P. 382-420.  A TRANSMITTAL RECORD IS ATTACHED TO THE REPORT.

    4) REPORT:  PREDESIGN REPORT, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE,
       DOUGLASSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA, VOLUME I, PREPARED BY U.S. ARMY CORPS
       OF ENGINEERS, 3/88.  P. 421-767.  REFERENCES ARE LISTED ON P. 518-522.

    5) REPORT:  PREDESIGN REPORT, DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SUPERFUND SITE,
       DOUGLASSVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA, VOLUME II, PREPARED BY U.S. ARMY CORPS
       OF ENGINEERS, 3/88.  P. 768-987.

   COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT
   COMMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN

    1) REPORT:  COMMUNITY RELATIONS PLAN FOR DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE,
       UNION TOWNSHIP, BERKS COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA, PREPARED BY EBASCO
       SERVICES INCORPORATED, 1/13/88.  P. 1-21.



                         GENERAL GUIDANCE DOCUMENTS *

    1) "PROMULGATION OF SITES FROM UPDATES 1-4," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 6/10/86.

    2) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 4," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 9/18/85.

    3) MEMORANDUM TO U.S. EPA FROM MR. GENE LUCERO REGARDING COMMUNITY
       RELATIONS AT SUPERFUND ENFORCEMENT SITES, DATED 8/28/85.

    4) GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION AND PROTECTION, UNDATED BY MR. DONALD V.
       FELICIANO ON 8/28/85.

    5) MEMORANDUM TO TOXIC WASTE MANAGEMENT DIVISION DIRECTORS REGIONS I-X
       FROM MR. WILLIAM HEDEMAN AND MR. GENE LUCERO RE:  POLICY ON
       FLOODPLAINS AND WETLANDS ASSESSMENTS FOR CERCLA ACTIONS, 8/6/85.

    6) GUIDANCE OF REMEDIAL INVESTIGATIONS UNDER CERCLA, DATED 6/85.

    7) GUIDANCE ON FEASIBILITY STUDIES UNDER CERCLA, DATED 6/85.

    8) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 3," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 4/10/85.

    9) MEMORANDUM TO MR. JACK MCGRAW ENTITLED "COMMUNITY RELATIONS
       ACTIVITIES AT SUPERFUND SITES - INTERIM GUIDANCE," DATED 3/22/85.

   10) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 2," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 10/15/84.

   11) EPA GROUNDWATER PROTECTION STRATEGY, DATED 9/84.

   12) MEMORANDUM TO U.S. EPA FROM MR. WILLIAM HECKMAN, JR. ENTITLED
       "TRANSMITTAL AT SUPERFUND REMOVAL PROCEDURES - REVISION 2," DATED
       8/20/84.

   13) "PROPOSAL OF UPDATE 1," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 9/8/83.

   14) COMMUNITY RELATIONS IN SUPERFUND:  A HANDBOOK (INTERIM VERSION),
       DATED 9/83.

   15) "PROPOSAL OF FIRST NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED
       12/30/82.

   16) "EXPANDED ELIGIBILITY LIST," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 7/23/82.

   17) "INTERIM PRIORITIES LIST," FEDERAL REGISTER, DATED 10/23/81.

   18) UNCONTROLLED HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE RANKING SYSTEM:  A USER'S MANUAL (UNDATED).

   19) FIELD STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES - AIR SURVEILLANCE (UNDATED).

   20) FIELD STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURES - SITE SAFETY PLAN (UNDATED).

   * LOCATED IN EPA REGION III OFFICE.



                                    TABLE 3

                              PCB CONCENTRATIONS
                  FACILITY AT DOUGLASSVILLE DISPOSAL SITE *

                  SAMPLE                  PCB-1260
                                           (MG/KG)

   OIL-E10, F1, F2, F3                         17

   SLUDGE-E10, F1, F2, F3                     500

   OIL-E1-E9                                    1.5

   SLUDGE-E1-E9                                68

   OIL-D2, D4-D13                               9

   SLUDGE-D14, N1, N2                          51

   SLUDGE-H1                                6,400

   SLUDGE-A5, A14                              56

   SOLVENT-A13, D1                             --

   SLUDGE-M3                                  140

   OIL-I1, I2, I4-I12                          32

   OIL-AREA I PIPE TRENCHES                     2

   OIL-TANKER TRUCKS (K1-K3)                   17

   CONCRETE FLOOR - BLDGS. C3-C6              180

   CONCRETE FLOOR - BLDGS. C3-C6               27

   CONCRETE FLOOR - BLDGS. C3-C6               35

   CONCRETE FLOOR - BLDGS. C3-C6               82

   PROCESS EQUIPMENT - BLDG. C5, C6            69

   PROCESS EQUIPMENT - BLDG. C5, C6            18

   CONCRETE FLOOR-AREA I                       11

   CONCRETE FLOOR-AREA I                       46

   * THE DESIGNATIONS F3, D4, ETC REFER TO SAMPLING LOCATIONS AS SHOWN ON FIGURE 3.


